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Applicant's election of group II, and the species including sand in the first trap 
and phosphate in the second and third traps in the reply filed on 4-14-08 is 
acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Casolo in view of the sales brochure from the Anthracite Filter Media Company titled 
"Granular Bone Char" and Berardi. 

With respect to claim 7, Casolo discloses an adsorption apparatus for treatment 
of wastewater including an inlet for the wastewater (see FIG. 1) connected to a metals 
trap 44 which adsorbs metals; a first trap 12 which filters solids from the wastewater of 
greater than a predetermined size that includes sand; a second trap 24 which adsorbs 
metals from the wastewater is positioned between the inlet and the metals trap, a first 
chamber which contains the first trap positioned between the inlet and a second 
chamber containing the second trap, and a third chamber containing the metals trap, 
wherein a flow travels from the inlet to the metals trap. Casolo fails to specify the 
second trap as including a phosphate. The sales brochure "Granular Bone Char" 
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teaches that phosphate in the form of bone char is capable of removing heavy metals 
from water. It would have been obvious to have modified the apparatus of Casolo so as 
to have included a phosphate in the second trap as suggested by the sales brochure in 
order to provide an alternate filter media capable of removing heavy metals from the 
water. Casolo and the sales brochure fail to specify each chamber as being separated 
from the other chambers by a valve. Berardi discloses a filter chamber having valves 
disposed on the inlet and outlet and suggests that such an arrangement enables 
backwashing of the filter. It would have been obvious to have modified the combination 
suggested by Cosolo and the sales brochure so as to have included filter housings 
connected in series and separated by at least one valve in order to enable isolation and 
backwashing of each of the filters. 

As to claim 8, Berardi discloses a plurality of valves 38, 80 on each chamber 
such that each chamber would be separated from the other chambers by at least one 
valve, a drain 44 on each chamber, the chambers being isolated from the flow of 
wastewater and the corresponding drain being opened permitting flow to a drain during 
a diagonstic/service mode. Berardi fails to specify a controller, however, using an 
automatic means to replace a manual activity to accomplish the same result is not 
sufficient to distinguish over the prior art (see In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91 , 95, 120 USPQ 
193, 194 (CCPA1958)). 

As to claim 9, the sales brochure discloses a phosphate in the form of bone char 
having a particle size of 4-34 mesh. 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication can be directed to Matthew Savage 
whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-1 146. The examiner can normally be reached 
Monday-Friday from 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

/Matthew O. Savage/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1797 



